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Tour telegram Mo. 41- to Amman : Arab summit. 


I may also have further information early next veek. Meanwhile 
following are preliminary answers to some of the questions In your 
telegram under reference. 


2. If aalcid whether diversion project will be carried out Syrian 
authorities are certain to say that It will. It Is harder to be sure 
whether they really believe this or not. At a guess they may be 
thinking of some partial diversion which can be represented as 
retaliation against Israel, and Implementing of suamit*8 decision. 


3. There Is considerable vagueness about contribution. Nothing 
has been considered here about the matter of contribution of costs. 
Syrian financial contribution Is unlikely to be significant. 

4. Syrian Government is certainly not technically capable af^carry* 
Ing out diversion and must recognise this fact. Nothing has oeen 
heard here of Eastern bloc in this connexion, but so far major 
projects in this country have been carried out by Eastezn bloc, and It 
mlg^t be zutural for Syria to turn to them this time. 


5. 


Seen from here It looks as If silence on Tarmouk project et 


summit was to avoid embarrassing King Hussein, on whom presumably 
the first burden of Israel retaliation would fall. There Is just 
a possibility however that Syria and Cairo objected to it, wlthing 
to hold her necessary agreement to a large scale diversion of 


Tarmouk to the last moment as a bargaining card 


I have however no 

/evldehme 


OQMFIDEMTIAL 


eridenoe of this. Another factor Mi^t be the danger of counter 
accusation about unilateral dlTersico. 

6. It seems generally agreed that the Syrians took the line in 
Cairo that they would agree to any decisions j;oTided that they were 
for definite action against Israel. The Syrian delegate to United 
VatioQs told one of ay colleagues that Safes had insisted that suoh 
action aust takejiace within two nonths of the conference. The 
Syrians .could certainly, if prOwoked. or if they woiiced theaselTes 
up sufficiently, take unilateral action. This would not necessarily 
be a decision of Safes hinself; indeed his record is ene of cool 
calculation rather than of llatillty to act on inpulse; 'but a 
subordinate officer at the front could well take the inltlatire on 
this subject, please see {grp, undec^ my letter January 7 to 
Morris 1121/Si. not to ell addressees. 

7. I think that, as in case of uilitary union with Iraq. Syrians 

have in their nomal way agreed to a unified comi&and without really 
thinking what it scans. Idoubt if the Arab amy are capbible of 
creating and running a proper ooisaiand structure, although they may 
well appoint a ncutial Commander-in-<Jhief. I think it unlikely too 

that the Syrians would pezalt anything sore than a small force of 
another Arab country on their territory. The command would be more 
like a confederation of tribes under a titular leader. As to the 
cost, figures given reuently in the Egyptian newspaper "Al-Ahram" 
have been quoted here. Again; no significant contribution is 
likely from Syria. 

Foreign Office pass Amman 5. Baghdad 6. ifashington 1. Cairo 5. 
Beirut 7 end Saving Jedda 3. Khartoum 1 and iUiwalt 1. 
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